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REMARKS 

This supplemental amendment follows an interview with the Examiner and 
attempts to conform to both the details discussed and the spirit of the interview. By this 
amendment, claims 79, 100, 116, 120, 134, 138, 156 and 157 have been amended. 

The interview occurred in three segments. Applicant and the undersigned are 
most grateful to Examiner Tran for the dedication, assistance and prompt action in 
assisting us with the interview. On June 24 th , Examiner Tran identified US Patents 
5,802,467, 5,612,732 and 5,874,999 as relevant prior art. Claim 79 was asserted to be 
anticipated in view of the '467 patent and the others were asserted as addressing 
obviousness regarding unnamed claims. It was then agreed to again conference on 
June 25 th once Applicant had an opportunity to review the art cited. 

On June 25 th , a phone conference was attended by Examiner Tran, Applicant 
and the undersigned. In discussing claim 79, it was asserted by Applicant that there 
was no teaching of a sensor capable of detecting motion or images. It then became 
apparent that Examiner Tran and Applicant were interpreting the recitations regarding 
the sensor differently. Applicant was reading the recitation as being inclusive of "sound, 
motion and images." Applicant offered to clarify these recitations as pertaining to that 
which was intended. Examiner Tran requested time to review the prior art again in light 
of the discussion. Consequently, another phone conference was proposed for later the 
same day. 

Again on June 25 th , the same parties attended a third portion of the phone 
conference. Examiner Tran indicated that an inclusive recitation of "sound, motion and 
images" would avoid the prior art and claim 79 would be patentable over the referenced 
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art. Applicant then proposed the language now employed in the above amended claim 

79 which Examiner Tran believed would be acceptable. Applicant indicated that the 

changes would also be incorporated throughout the claim set where appropriate. Such 

changes or otherwise more accumulating language has been added. 

Finally, Examiner Tran indicated that the most recently amended claim 157 was 

not sufficiently similar to claim 79 to be resolved during the phone conference and 

would require more study. The Applicant indicated that claim 1 57 had previously been 

narrowed with easy allowance in mind. In concluding the interview, Applicant agreed to 

file an amendment in compliance with the discussion through the online official filing 

procedure on June 25 th as well. 

Respectful 

Date: June 25, 2008 

i D. McC^ghy. 
Attorney for Applk 
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